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* The conservation ranking map provides a comprehensive look at the relative value of ﬁ:: % B ¥ A
?.LM:JL ecosystems in the Okanagan Region. Together with other maps in the series (relative Tk l‘\ .
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can begin to make more informed decisions on conservation and land use planning, at a
region-wide scale.

i S T T FREA T TR R NSy L N, ey T ey I L B T
h; ; L ‘._:Iunkwa ! 1lt . t\‘h\ T Rt n ??'g‘i. '\\{ ‘k_? N M N ¢ =% B T

A

3 o -~ .1_{ o % . ; K . x 3 k! X A 3 g g g 4

s 3 J o ol T ™ L o AT e ey e X . H | i £ i 5 - -~ i v I = R L %
e A g TN : S L W R e AL i B3 ‘ o L0 . I ¥
mpbe! S N\ . ‘ - . s ]

Lake

HEi'a}(I'an' e

. B

g 72
4 4
i

7 I8
oo
._'-ﬁ
A0
[
oL
_i?'r;
-
i
f-:_.&'
}_,..
A

AR 3

e e T W

LN Bk (TR LU
‘11 < ¥ A S AR R %

I -. Aoy ¢ A A g :
Sk - A o 3 ."-._-__.1__ & e -.~ !_;._‘ﬁ.,_‘_:_

3 3 L N ﬁlﬁ:“;'}ﬁ'?ﬁ.; ", ‘!'r :\k'ix' {-,\\'\ ot -.,_:- " % :
O | 3 .~ Chuwels:1 11 47 4 4 i " b
untain : TS -.:‘3&‘;. U i ‘* P %
M | R 1 ounta n&‘-.u 3 s AR 1 i ik

i -\l ki -{; ; U -i‘-L_-I'-L: B I\‘ § "l._ ) e ks :

¥ N

N \k;l IR
‘I’__‘.;_V\lestwo dga

Regional District Boundary

.
L y F
A 1 > /
. -. | | e . Y I |
Rlver/stream J X / \ A -,\ . 4 a._,\_‘_’_,\/ % '., 1 ..‘:lf - ;j_f" '?-"In % J:g;-j
v == w Silversl,‘gar -J b o

. . v o R RS et
Lake/Major River A e S LRI COUWR T A e

SEl Boundary

| Conservation Ranking
- Very high

:; High LG .
(LN g “*ﬁrﬁ* '\“L N s s\ L Cherryville. - &
“1' ; Moderate » R [ B e Ml B v e A
o T L SR |-
! | . :.\. R -:.‘ R ] ._5'._.\ 3 “T',. = = :- _“'}' U Ny,
%jl__ ; AT |G, 57 e WO (0 RSy ‘M’{‘ \ : :“Cgrdstrefafﬁ*:,x' . S =
Noﬁ' R Ny &»ﬁ L3 f i -‘rakwﬁ'- ! SN e gy ey e 1.' s
S i y . N | : . ; iy
N | 0 5 10 15 N, R L AR | TR NG AN R A LN e W s s .
§ g AN RN A ey b 8 2 ¥ TPk “Monash e ——— AR
DRNRELY TN O G : T e T L
s 5. Kilometres ';\‘."‘f-';;l_ 4i;C_haLpa;3(iron 1 - { E\ ;i.";gv = ,_‘h:. A{- : o) ___;f;%i; .
‘-'_?'“‘- . \H.'\‘ :.‘:- :':‘I [ ? \ *Mlg .‘\_\:—‘\ . b 3 = &y . i : = :rl:_ i ] 3 -_-";}:\[a ."-- . E'E 1?*___“ .‘i‘,-lI = \|I e :..,:'_' £ g ?.-‘_- ok k
u Data sources: LR AR q‘:{\\?\ | “f“;m__--.:* w0 S S Pl
Ministry of Forests and Range, Ministry of Environment, TRIM, T 23 Dbu,glas Lake R ;ir‘r/_ak,_ﬂ 3 't“i?;'..?!“ h"‘ . WE oe ¥ A e e
N Regional District of Central Okanagan, Regional District of Y ol a7 AN 3 AT TR RN ] T S e
| . . . .. ulichen X : \ |
S North Okanagan, Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen, TR T -

Grasslands Conservation Council of B.C., Makonis Consulting b y
.

N Scale: 1:250,000' & S atieh W
n . W
by Projection: BC Albers NAD 83 o)
by "_ 'Written scales are approximate : : 1~.L b
Ny and are based on a 36 x 48 inch paper size. . g )
"i';:‘- RESR) 1.:';‘ \
3 Produced by: Produced for: S ' L -
8 llt'- -\%\'; : .'1.‘ ' W JUbIT‘ée l:\I"¢< ! SRTENE
£as i T Mountain ¢ . | Sint
SRR : E'I;IfA( ( iA'#N’ Ii”
i CAS LYS —==Jd  South Okanagan-Similkameen N A i ' ;_ E'f‘_}" L5
~ CONSULTING Conservation Program op LA e . | e BT LM
o August 1,2013 k- ity p B \
" = T E e =n 6 , = Lg ) TN Iy ?‘: % }il\.’l I:;b 'ht _,-f'-" ' )‘ A .il. ‘BJ?‘Ck Krl‘i'gﬂht' 'r
i - .II-wL I 1 -:"-‘h-,' ._1.--‘ *'\';T / X ",_ : .- ._:’ y "% .k:ﬁ .-!'b?-;ﬁ |1|l' i, * .0 oty e ; .'1 .- b ‘_H_-I;::-; . .._, ¥ ‘Mou Qtain -..'.J [
— 3. § ; 3 "R b b SRR 'i‘lﬁ\ ;T o % j . . 0
r Y Lﬁ . v N ¥ LV T T \eb Aigl 1] i \ 3 A
5 ) -\-‘F A W
2, 3
~ Py 5‘?‘« | ‘\r =
Kingsvale .

""ﬁ ‘% m\/:\r}eésc-ga ﬁ\‘k

> _‘;. % s, Y "h'," _| \ G | {#

ol '““lla 0
A Dane (3 "
“,", Peachland O I

~Big\Whitel
Mountain®
W e

“RETR A i
i o Little Whl’te i \,I.H:E o, ]

Mountain ; TR AL B i iy \5 e
udy Area b ﬂ%zbetween.h\lf\lorth TR S R b N
; ~ Okanagan and South Okanagan-Similkam: SAVARRT R o e
A Iy T relative biodiversity projects. Please see te ! T A e
L el SROran explangi ! 3
. perviean the oo piy
i ; Greybacks R T
= :I;:- I.- M%fﬁ"n‘t;,m:g"", } 3 h“-[ﬁ».\x
i A & ki

b Mo UKt

oSy
_,)’__ & T

B o¢gt
Mol ntain
o il

£ SRS e (? nten & .
< iy ) p
£ W Tulameen; L ake '\\C ks
_.-—‘\ : 4 i ‘; -/ ¥ 4 ‘ll g .- ;\
- . —~ B (7 N gl B S T i . . i i m 3 i
., e L T s e N e A
b B CoquiTamar \‘5" Sh e T T Calmont gl
Y = q w S sl 3 Lot ol *'LE‘H sk X . % 4 ]L:—-‘;? L e
o W B Mountaing i Wiy E“"*.'; B Py LRy, ey
et B - R B R et o o e

P ¥ e L S, RS
. ,b’hi:*;, i Princetons - "= o
- - = “Lodestone T [

= oA
L j:-"' M' R t Fir : A E‘ ".“}.{‘..( &
- .. ~.‘ _%un.a\.uj ,,g-. :

v

i3

?ﬁug}% Bay .7
Meadows ™ &

Q: 3 yt "Underdown="
233\, NS i %
Fainview, . fo
v « LA @awston 4 7 < Baldly Agiie,
Oy B . #a¥Mountaini s ]
Cra b e i '\ . l} il .l.: e
: | o A 5 W AVGEN T
I :H b "—'./‘_ % a3 Y \"}'J :.‘.‘I' -I.{'f‘ i 3
s ,,‘/ i -l't\. 5 '\:\_ -\:'-‘
o ., g X LS
. 2z R : Vi
T E"g(fh'ﬂﬁhﬁ'é“e_,Bro,thers i e AL e
: R e ; Mount:

Mountai
(1% e

! :h e Y L2 .“G-"- d ‘I':\.'.x k!
iy, g Attwood Ry raQ \Forks
S y § ¢ X W et | X - 5

Riehter -.,ti

AMountain A AN Oseyeoss

Percent of Okanagan Region by Conservation Ranking Class

# Anarchist

o i b e 8
%  Mountain Rl %

L)

4 T : ‘ |
P k Flat TOp i *':*‘i" ' | . 44.8%
# Mountain_e % =

lountainke 13 45%

Hu\ Sl A N ' & A e s St COLUMER 40% 39:3%

o

50%

w o w
(@) (9))
X X

14.7%

i
!
|
Percent of Okanagan Region
& o
X X

10% -

Loomis

0% -
>% 1.2%

I
Very high (Class 1) High (Class 2) Moderate (Class 3) Low (Class 4)

Conservation Ranking Class

Ellisford

0% -

°0'0 0°45'0 0°30'0 0°15'0 0°0'0 9°45'0 9°30'0 9°15'0 9°0'0 8°45'0 8°30'0

49°30'0

AQ°

49°0'0



